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Period for RepJT"^ ^ °' C ° mmUniCation appears on th * ^ sh eet with the correspondence aioVei 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTHS FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION " MONTH(S) FROM 

Status 

1)S Responsive to communication(s) filed on 14 September 2004 
2aM This action is FINAL. 2b)D This action is non-final. 

3) Q Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
Disposition of Claims 

4) S Claim(s) 17-60 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) Q Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) S Claim(s) 17^60 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

1 0) Q The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)Q accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1 121(d) 

11) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action orform PTO-152. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 1 9(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)D All b)Q Some * c)D None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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DETAILED ACTION 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a)A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 17-60 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Southham in view of Reber et al. 

Southham shows all of the limitations of the claims except for placing an 
identification label on the shipping unit, creating an electronic shipment record (invoice), 
sending the electronic shipment record, and the customer's ability to electronically read 
the identifier on the label upon receiving the shipping unit. 

Southham shows a simple computer facilitated product selling system where the 
product (shipping unit) is shipped (delivered) to the consumer (shipping unit received). 

Reber et al. teaches, figures 1, 4 and 6, a network navigation method using mail. 
The system shows an article of mail 12 include letters and packages and parcels. 
Associated with the article of mail are machine readable data 14 (label on shipping unit, 
see figure 6) Figure 3 is a block diagram of records in a database, such as databases 
32 or 34, for determining the electronic address 20. Each of the records (electronic 
shipment records) includes an electronic address corresponding to delivery-based data 
„toLajxarticle^of_mail_TheT^ 
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associated to the label on the shipping unit and the items within the shipping unit. The 
customer terminal in figure 4 has the ability to electronically read the identifier on the 
label upon receiving the shipping unit. The system provides a more secure delivery 
process. 

Based on the teaching of Reber et al., it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art, at the time the invention was made, to modify Southham system 
to incorporate to delivery system of Reber et al. in order to provide a more secure 
delivery process. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments are not persuasive. 

In regards to valid references, please check the prior art filing dates. 

Applicant is reading limitations into sequential events, which are not claimed. 
The examiner believes that looking at a label on a package and matching the data with 
a received electronic invoice is a means for independently identifying and verifying that 
one received the right package. 

Applicant has submitted a list of limitations on page 19 of the response. The 
examiner request that applicant objectively look at these limitation and to decide if they 
are not inherent features of e-commerce and common sense business. 
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Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time^ 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

3. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Michael Cuff whose telephone number is (703) 308- 
0610. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00 to 5:30. If attempts to reach the 
examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Robert Olszewski 
can be reached on (703) 308-5183. The fax phone number for the organization where 
this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9326. Any inquiry of a general 
nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding should be directed to the 
receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 308-1 1 1 3. 




November 29, 2004. 



